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DETAILED ACTION 

The following office action is in response to the amendment filed on February 6, 2009. Claims 
24, 52-96 are pending. Claims 24, 52, 63, 68, 82 and 88 have been amended. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S. C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 24, 52-96 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

Claim 24 teaches the limitation of "said touch layer having a conductivity selected to 
create an image of a conductive object that is larger than an area of contact of said conductive 
object". . ."wherein the conductivity of said touch layer is configured to limit the size of said 
image to approximately four times the area of contact of said conductive object". 

Claim 52 teaches the limitation of "wherein the conductive touch layer has a conductivity 
configured to create an image of said conductive object that is larger than an area of contact of 
said conductive object". 

Claim 63 teaches the limitation of "wherein the conductive touch layer comprises 
conductive carbon disposed in epoxy and has a conductivity selected to create an image of said 
conductive object that is at least four times larger than an area of contact of said conductive 
object". 
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Claim 68 teaches the limitation of "wherein the conductive touch layer has a conductivity 
configured to create an image of said conductive object that is larger than an area of contact of 
said conductive object with said conductive touch layer". 

Claim 88 teaches the limitation of "wherein said conductive touch layer has a 
conductivity configured to create an image of said conductive object that is larger than an area of 
contact of said conductive object". 

The specification does not adequately disclose how the "conductivity is configured to 
create an image of said conductive object that is larger than an area of contact of said conductive 
object". In the specification on page 10, lines 4-7, applicant teaches "For best operation, the 
conductivity of the surface layer should be chosen such that the image of the stylus is about the 
same size as the image generated by a finger on a normal capacitive sensor." However, the 
specification does not teach how the conductivity is chosen or selected as claimed in the 
independent claims. The specification on page 9, lines 14-page 10, line 7, simply state that a 
conductivity that is too large or too small is flawed, however a moderate conductivity is 
appropriate. Further, the specification does not define how moderate conductivity is determined. 

Therefore, the claims are indefinite since it can not be determined how the conductivity is 
configured to create an image of said conductive object that is larger than an area of said 
conductive object. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments, see remarks, filed February 6, 2009, with respect to the 
rejection(s) of claim(s) 24, 52-96 under 35 USC 1 12, first paragraph have been fully considered 
and are persuasive. Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. However, upon further 
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consideration, a new ground(s) of rejection is made in view of 35 USC 1 12, second paragraph, 
indefmiteness. 

As shown from the rejection above, the 35 USC 1 12, first paragraph rejection has been 
withdrawn. However, a new rejection under 35 USC 1 12, second paragraph rejection for 
indefmiteness is given above. 

The claims are rejected under indefmiteness, as the specification is not clear as to how the 
conductivity is determined, except for stating a "moderate conductivity". 

With respect to applicant's arguments on page 13 of the remarks, applicant argues where 
by controlling the conductivity of layer 501, the image of the stylus tip can be adjusted to 
provide a sufficient signal on an appropriate number of electrodes. However, there is no 
teaching or clarity of how the conductivity of layer 501 is controlled. Applicant continually 
teaches in the specification of where if the conductivity is too large, the image will be very large; 
and if the conductivity is too small, the image will not be larger that the tip of the stylus. As 
previously stated, it is unclear from the claims and the specification as to how a moderate 
conductivity is determined and obtained. 

Applicant argues on page 14 of the remarks, where the specification describes using 
carbon powder in epoxy as a suitable material for use in the touch layer, and where carbon 
powder in epoxy has inherently moderate conductivity. Examiner, respectfully, disagrees. 
Applicant has not provided any evidence in this regard. In the IDS, dated November 28, 2008; 
provided by the applicant, prior art of Niino et al (US 5,207,949) states "Highly Conductive 
Polyoxymethylene Resin Composition Containing Carbon Black". Niino teaches a high 
conductive epoxy material; thus not moderately conductive. Hijikata et al (4,772,422) is silent 
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with respect to the degree of conductivity of the resin. Khanna et al (US 4,436,648) teaches a 
thermoplastic material used in the manufacture of electret microphones. There is no teaching of 
it's use in a touch display, and no teaching of the degree of conductivity. In Murer et al (US 
4,124,747), there is no teaching of the degree of conductivity of the polyolefm sheet element. 
Therefore, as discussed above, carbon powder epoxy is not shown, inherently, to have a 
moderate conductivity. As shown by the rejection above and the above arguments, the claims 
are not allowable. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to SRILAKSHMI K. KUMAR whose telephone number is 
(571)272-7769. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:00 am to 4:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Sue Lefkowitz can be reached on 571 272 3638. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Srilakshmi K Kumar/ 

Examiner 

Art Unit 2629 

SKK 

April 26, 2009 



